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~ The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
1. □ The Notice of Appeal filed on is not acceptable because: 



was not timely filed. 

_ is insufficient. The appeal fee required by 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(1) is $_ 



2. □ The appeal brief filed on is NOT acceptable for the reason(s) indicated below: 

(a) □ the brief and/or brief fee is untimely. See 37 CFR 41.37(a). 

(b) □ the statutory fee for filing the brief has not been submitted. See 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2). 

(c) □ the submitted brief fee of $ is insufficient. The brief fee required by 37 CFR 41.20(b)(2) is $ . 

The appeal in this application will be dismissed unless corrective action is taken to timely submit the 
brief and requisite fee. See 37 CFR 41.37(a)(1). Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
See 37 CFR 41.37(e). 

3. ^ The appeal in this application is DISMISSED because: 

(a) □ the statutory fee for filing the brief as required under 37 CFR 41 .20(b)(2) was not timely submitted and the 

period for obtaining an extension of time to file the brief under 37 CFR 1.136(a) has expired. 

(b) □ the brief was not timely filed and the period for obtaining an extension of time to file the brief under 37 

CFR 1.136(a) has expired. 

(c) □ a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed on . 

(d) |3 other: See Continuation Sheet. 

4. □ Because of the dismissal of the appeal, this application: 

(a) □ is abandoned because there are no allowed claims. 

(b) □ is before the examiner for final disposition because it contains allowed claims. Prosecution 

on the merits remains CLOSED. 

(c) □ is before the examiner for consideration. 



/Marc R Filipczyk/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 21 58 



/Mohammad AN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2158 
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Continuation of 3. (d) Other: The Appeal Brief submitted on October 6, 2008 is not entered because claims 9 and 14 are not 
transparent with the last amendment on record entered on December 5, 2007. Applicant has attempted to remedy this 
inconsistency by filing an after final amendment on January 5, 2009. For example, the proposed amendment replaces the 
term "transaction" with "request" and adds a new limitation including "a computer readable medium" to a system claim. This 
amendment however would require further consideration and/or search and is therefore not entered. Examiner notes that no 
official interviews were conducted between the Applicant and Examiner after July 31 , 2007, contrary to Applicant's statement. 



